A week later the story was repeated in an unsigned annotation in Medical Press and Circular,2 in which the doctor was identified as James Mollins,3 a prominent lithotomist who had obtained a licence from the College of Physicians and who died in 1686, having served Charles II and James II.
This identification was cited in the English translation of Momigliano's book that appeared in 1930. 4 It was repeated' in a paper on Cromwell's surgeons in the following year, and has been widely accepted.6 Moreover, Arthur Bryant7 soon equated this "Dr. James Moleyns" with the physician said" to have prescribed soothing draughts for Samuel Pepys in 1658, when Hollier9 removed a stone from his bladder.
In spite of its frequent and apparently authoritative repetition, this identification is impossible. It merges two different surgeons called James Molins, both well known as lithotomists, into one. The first of them obtained a licence'0 from the College of Physicians in 1627 and died in 1638.1" The second, who served Charles II and James II and died in 1687,12 was a grandson of the first; he had been given doctorates at Oxford'3 and Cambridge'4 by royal command. Munk's Roll of the College of Physicians'" was the source of the error: it said the James Moleyns or Mullins who was licensed in 1627 was the one who died in 1686 (sic).
The error should not have persisted, though, because the DNB article on the Molins"6 family, published in 1894, makes it clear that three successive generations were Surgeons for the Stone at St. Thomas's and St. Bartholomew's hospitals between 1623 and 1687: the first James, who died in 1638; his son Edward, who died in 1663;'7 and Edward's son James, the one who died in 1687. It is the second of these, Edward, whose dates and record make him the most likely one to have treated Cromwell'8 -though there were other surgeons in the family besides these three.
The where the memorial to James Molins has the year of his death but no age and no reference to many generations (see note 12 above). 16 
Which Molins treated Crom weltfor stone?
But it happened "in former days" ("nelli giorni addietro"); the anecdote was by way of a postscript to the current news in the letter. Bernardi said that Cromwell was severely troubled by colic and stone, but was completely relieved of his pain within an hour of taking the draught that "un certo medico Mollinns" gave him. Moreover, the prophylactic procedure -turning him upside down three times -had prevented any recurrence "a quest'hora". There is evidence that Cromwell was "very ill of the stone" at the end of February 1656.20 An interval of five months suits Bernardi's words, so that was probably the occasion. The Molins concerned, therefore, needs to be a famous urologist who was a hot-headed, outspoken Royalist and in London early in 1656.
The first James Molins began the family's tradition of Royal service. It is true that Edward Molins was not Surgeon for the Stone at St. Thomas's and Bart's during the 1650s, but, paradoxically, that fact provides the strongest reason for thinking that he was the man who treated Cromwell. He had been given the reversion to his father's posts at St. Thomas's as early as 163333 and had succeeded him at both hospitals in 1638 without further formality. He was absent from the hospitals in 1656 because he had been dismissed in January 1644, by order of the House of Commbns, "for that he was lately taken at Arundell Castle in Armes against the Parliament".34 His posts were given to Thomas Hollier, who had married Edward's niece, Lucy Knowles, five years earlier and had been performing Molins's duties since he went to join the king's army at York in the summer of 1642.35 So Edward Molins was indeed an active Royalist in the Civil War. He had to compound for that delinquency with a fine of£l8, twice the annual value of his house in Shoe Lane.3' After the Restoration, he obtained the king's support for his reinstatement at St. Thomas's.37
There is also good evidence that Edward Molins was consistently hot-headed and outspoken. In spite of the efforts of the Governors to reconcile uncle and nephew,38 he sued Hollier for the salary of his posts at St. Thomas's from 1644 to 1660.39 Twenty years earlier, he had made a complaint to the Court of Assistants of the BarberSurgeons' Company about the Senior Warden, Nicolas Heath, "for giveing evill Words of him", but refused to accept the result: "Edward Molins came into the Court and stood in the face of the Court with his Hatt on his head and his Armes on his side and told the Court he would doe noe obedience to the cote and swore Gods wounds he would submitt to noe man liveing". He was fined 40s. for this behaviour, which he regretted a week later. His apology was accepted then, and he consented to be one of the Stewards of Anatomy. His "former misdemeanours" (and, presumably, his fine) were remitted a month later."' It would be unwise, though, to regard the contumacious attitude of Edward Molins to his Company as final proof that he was the man who treated Cromwell, because he was not the only one, among the many surgeons of his family, who showed disrespect. Even his father, James, had been fined in 1607 for wearing falling bands with his Livery gown4 -though he learned his lesson, and rose to be Master in 1632. Edward's younger brother, William,'2 had slandered a junior colleague so badly in the summer 31 The will of James Molins, dated 28 November and proved (P.C.C.) 10 December 1638, detailed the houses, including the one occupied by his son Edward, which was left to him for life: PRO, PROB II/ 178, f. 
